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CURRENT TOPICS. 


NoTWITHSTANDING THE TRANSFER of causes to the Queen’s 
_ Bench Division, which we announce elsewhere, there seems to be 
_ every probability that the Michaelmas list of causes of the Chan- 
_ eery Division will equal in number the unprecedently heavy list of 
last Michaelmas, which contained a total of 627 causes. 





| + Dounrs HAVE-BEEN EXPRESSED as to whether the courts in the 
building of the Royal Courts of Justice will be ready for occupa- 
| tion in November. As regards at least ten of the courts there is no 

- foundation for these doubts, inasmuch as the fittings are actually 
_ in place, and a few days would suffice for their completion. As 
| regards the remaining courts active progress is being made, and 
_ there seems to be no reason why many; if not all of them, should 
' not be ready for use by the commencement of the Michaelmas 
Sittings. 





Tue mMeasvre which has been in contemplation for some time 
for the purpose of relieving the heavy lists of the Chancery Divi- 
sion has now been carried into effect, an order having been made 
for the trausfer from the Chancery Division to the Queen’s Bench 
Division of ninety causes “commenced in the Chancery Division, 
but not being causes commenced for any of the purposes set forth in 
the 8rd sub-section of the 36th section of the Judicature Act, 1873, 
and thereby specially assigned to the said Division.” It is under- 
stood that the number of causes originally intended to be trans- 
ferred was much greater, but in consequence of the replies 
received to a citcular sent by the Senior Registrar of the Chancery 
Division to the solicitor for the plaintiff in each case, many causes 
lave been struck out of the proposed list, owing to briefs having 
been delivered or some other good reason having been assigned 
for retaining the cause in the Chancery Division. 





THE VARIETY OF suGGESTIONS offered by correspondents as to 
' the meaning of rule 11 in Schedule I. of the Remuneration 
_ Order shows the perplexity which has been occasioned by that 
provision, Last week the opinion was expressed that the 
object of the rule providing that “ the scale for conducting a sale 
by auction shall apply only in cases where no commission is paid 


2 by the elient to an auctioneer,” was to be found in the words 


“by the client”; hence, that where the auctioneer’s commission 
is stipulated to be paid by the purchaser the rule will not be 
applicable. This week a correspondent tells us: that the true 
explanation is to be found in the word “commission” ; that in 
Manchester and Liverpool an auctioneer is not always paid by a 
commission on the sum realized by the sale, but is merely paida 
fee for offering the property for sale, and that the rule is intended 
_ to apply to these cases. The same view is supported by other corre- 
spondents, one of whom, whose large experience gives weight to 
his statement, tells us that where the auctioneer’s opinion as to value 
is not desired, a fee of three or five guineas is accepted as sufficient 
— for offering properties worth from £1,000 to £5,000. 

ith this evidence us we are inclined to think that we 
have at last arrived at the meaning of the rule. It is intended 
that, if the auctioneer is paid by fee instead of by commission, the 
vendor's solicitor shall be able to claim commission for conducting 
the sale. If words are to have any meaning, it would seem that 
such 4 fee cannot be held to be “commission” within the terms 
of the rule, although we observe that in rule 6 in Schedule I., Part 
L, the purchaser’s solicitor’s commission is spoken of as “ the above 





Sees for investigating title.” But then the question arises whether 
it is intended thot the auctioneer’s fee be a disbursement to 
be allowed to the solicitor, or whether the solicitor who elaims 
commission for conducting the sale will have to pay the 
auctioneer’s fee out of his own pocket? As rule 4 
provides that “ the remuneration preseribed by Schedule I. to: 
Order is not toinclude . . . auctioneer’s or valuer’s charges,’ 
it seems clear that the client will have to pay the auctioneer’s fee. 
After the Order has come into operation, vendors’ solici- 
tors will have to arrange with auctioneers for by fee 
instead of by commission. It will be iiteresting to see how this 
— in London practice will be worked out. ‘Will the 
ouncil of the Incorporated Law Society enter into negotiations 
with the leading London peer in a view of settling 4 
uniform seale of fees for i irfies and for valuations, or 
will each solicitor have to make his in with the auctioneer 
in each case ? 





7 


“ You CANNOT PROPERLY LOOK,” observed BRamwett, LJ, 
in Attorney-General v. Great Eastern Railway Oo z. 
11 Ch. D, at p. 460), “at the marginal note of an Act of arlia- 
ment.” “What authority has the Master of the Rolls” [in He 
Venour’s Settled Estates (L. R. 2 Ch. D. at p- 255)] “ for sayi 
that the courts look at the marginal notes? JaMES, Le 
in the same case. “I neyer knew an amendment set down or 
discussed upon the marginal note to a clause,” added Bacgattay, 
L.J. ‘‘The House of Commons neyer has anything to do, with 
the amendment of a marginal note. I never knew a marginal 
note considered by the House of Commons.” If, therefore, any 
greater authority than that of Witxes, J., in Claydon v. Green 
(L. R. 8 C. P. 522), were wanted to countervail the dictum of the 
Master of the Rolls in Re Venour’s Settled Estates, here we have 
it in abundance from three judges of the Court of Appeal. And 
it is highly satisfactory that it should be so in connection with 
the statutes of the recent session, for the marginal notes to those 
statutes are more than ordinarily defective, mi ing, and bad. 
We referred last week to an instance of the kind in the Conveyane- 
ing Act. Faults still worse may be found in the Bills of Sale Act. 
Thus, the marginal note to section 7 lays down one kind of law, 
while the section itself lays down another, The note to section 
6 is: “ Exception as. to certain things.” The note'to section 8 
leaves out one of the three necessaries to a bill of sale. The 
marginal note to the important section 2 of the | Court 
Act, which repeals the limit as to costs and. fees, 1s: “9. 
10°Vict. c. 95, 8. 91, repealed, and enactment in lieu — 
In the notes to the Electric Lighting Act the ta . 
misleading, The note to 


Trade” scarcely ever occur, and the note to sectio 
tions ¢o be inserted in licenses,” is i 

10th section of the Inferior Courts Judgments Extension Acti 
“ Act not to apply in certain cases,” is a —2 

notes in which a little trouble might have ‘to 

reader of what kind the “certain cases” are, T 

sections 8 and 9 of the Married Women’s’ Pro 

respectively these :—To seétion 8, “ Investments in 

married women and others.” To section 9, “As 

standing in’ the joint nates of a married woman and 

thus making sections 8 and 9 to meau the same thing. 

to séction 16 of the same ‘Act, we have the curious words, “ Act 
of wife liable to criminal obeedivies ngs.” Tine 6 ee eee 
and it is hardly too * say that we have scarcely been able’ 
to discover a single sati marginal note in this statute, 
Tur ossenvations of Lord Justice Batt? in B * 5 





spondent ; Baylis, A (30 W. R, 824; L. R & 
195) have already caused great perplexity to revising 
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The Lord Justice in that case, according to the Law Reports, 
said, “Supposing a man remains in the house and lets off 
several rooms to different persons who are then his lodgers, 
and he afterwards lets off all the rest of the rooms, and 
leaves the house and preserves no actual control over it, so 
that he is not to go into it, either by his servants or by him- 
self, then those persons who were before lodgers have become 
by that fact householders. But sup during the qualifying 
year one of those lodgers leaves, and the owner thereupon (as 
assuredly he must) resumes the control over that unlet part, 
according to my view of the statutes, immediately by that act of 
his those people left in the house who have been householders 
become lodgers again. Therefore, to my mind it will be neces- 
sary, notwithstanding what we are deciding in the present case, 
for revising barristers to see that during the whole qualifying 
year in these cases the whole house has been occupied by persons 
under conditions which make them householders, and if during the 
na the whole house has not been so occupied, and the owner has 
ad a control over it, then none of those persons have been 
householders for the qualifying year.” The words we have italicised 
seem to leave no doubt as to the meaning of the Lord Justice ; 
but it is to be observed that they do not occur in the report iu the 
Weerxty Rerorrer, which, we believe, represents what was 
actually said by the Lord Justice in delivering his judgment, and 
the four words certainly constitute rather a slender ground for the 
contention that the mere vacating of a room by a tenant in a house 
wholly let out involves the resumption of control by the landlord, 
so as to turn the householders into lodgers, especially considering 
the observations as to the definition of a lodger in the judg- 
ment of Lord Justice Corron in the same case. The Revising 
Barrister at Plymouth seems, however, to have adopted Lord 
Justice Brerr’s view, but the Revising Barrister at Westminster, 
after apparently adopting it, afterwards reversed his own decision, 
but granted a chse. The subject is too important and complicated 
to be discussed in a few lines, and we propose to return to it here- 
after, but, whether Lord Justice Brert’s view is right or wrong, 
the course ultimately adopted by the Westminster Barrister is 
clearly that which should be recommended to revising barristers. 








THE NEW CONVEYANCING ACT. 
Il. 


WE come now to examine those sections of the Act—8 and 9— 
which seem to us to be open to the most scrious objection. 

Section 8 enacts that if a power of attorney, given for valu- 
able consideration, is expressed to be irrevocable, then in favour 
of a purchaser,— 

“*(i.) Zhe power shall not be revcked at any time, either by anything done 
by the donor of the power without the concurrence of the donee of the power, 
or by the death, merriage, lunacy, unsoundae s of mind, or bankruptcy of the 
donor of the power ; and 

“ (ii.) Any act done at any time by the donee of the power, in pursuance 

of the power, shall be as valid as if anything dove by the dovor of the 
power without the concurrence of the donce of the power, or the dath, 
marriage, lunacy, unsoundoess of mini, «r bankrupicy of the donor of the 
power, had not been done or happened ; and 
GEi) Neither the dome of the power nor the purchaser shall at any 
time be prejudicially affected by notice of anything done by the donor of the 
power, without the concurrence of the donee of the power, or of the death, 
marriage, Invacy, unsoondsess of mind, or bavkruptcy of the donor of the 
power. 


_ We need not cite section 9 at length, which exactly resembles see- 
tion 8 in its provisions, except that the power of attorney does not 
need to be given for valuable consideration, and that the time 
during which it may be made irrevocable is restricted to one year. 

Much modern legislation is distinguished by its feverish solici- 
tude to protect purchasers for valuable consideration; and this 
remark applies —— to the Conveyancing Acts. The 
desire is, in itself, ble, and it has always been carried to 
a reasonable to the general satisfaction. But it is one of 
those things which admit of being carried too far. There is a 
substratum of excellent sense in the old motto caveat emptor ; 
and a mind must be strangely constituted which desires to pro- 
tect purchasers in the commission, with their eyes open, of what 
is nothing more nor less than a deliberate fraud. The Court of 





Appeal has already held that section 70 of the former Act has 
an effect to which we must take the liberty to apply the 

above used, in Re Hall Dare’s Contract (supra, p. 371): a deci- 
sion which evidently surprised and probably annoyed some 
eminent persons who had helped to bring it about. We fear that 
very undesirable consequences might follow from the sections now 
— consideration ; and they undoubtedly present an opportunity 
for asking some very awkward questions. 

Consider the case of the death of the donor of the power: the 
words relating to which are placed in italics. Since an act done 
after the death is made only as in favour of a purchaser, it 
seems to be the general duty of the attorney to abstain from acting 
if he receives notice of the death. The Act does not give him a 
generally valid power, but only a power which is valid for a 
limited purpose. Circumstances can be imagined which would 
give rise to very curious cases of conscience. It is well known 
that an entail cannot be barred by a mere contract. Suppose that 
a tenant in tail should contract to sell, and having given a power 
of attorney, expressed to be irrevocable for the space of a year, to 
execute the conveyance, should die within the year and before the 
execution: ought the attorney to execute the conveyance, or no? 
and if, out of friendship to the issue in tail, or from any other 
motive, he refused to execute it, could he be compelled to execute 
it ? 

It is quite clear that this case was not foreseen by any of the 
eminent and learned persons concerned in the passing of the Act ; 
for if they had foreseen it, they could hardly, with any propriety, 
have omitted to say so; and we do not think it to the 
public advantage that Acts of Parliament should include cases 
which were not foreseen by their authors. In this case, 
whatever reply is given to our questions, we find them all un- 
satisfactory. If it be replied that the donee ought, under 
such circumstances, to desist from executing the deed, and even 
that the execution under such circumstances would be void, we 
might be disposed to applaud the decision ; but we should lament 
that, in order to arrive at this desirable result, resort must be had 
to methods of interpretation with which we have lately been made 
too familiar, and of which we do not approve. If it be replied, 
that the attorney might himself elect whether to execute the 
deed, and that his execution would be valid but could not be com- 
pelled, we do not think it desirable that the conflicting claims of 
the purchaser and the issue in tail should depend upon the favour 
or caprice of the attorney. And lastly, if any ardent and thorough- 
going champion should reply, that the attorney ought to execute 
the deed and could be compelled to do so if he refused, and that 
entails ought to be barrable by contract, and, indeed, that they 
ought to have no existence—why, without expressing any judg- 
ment upon the merit of those propositions, we feel quite clear that 
they ought not to be established as the unforeseen result of an 
accident. 

This is only one out of several cases which might be Page yrs 
to much the same purpose. It is a serious fault in both of the 
Conveyancing Acts, which goes far to obscure their merit (and 
may, therefore, go some way to excuse us, if we have ever seemed 
unreasonably to underrate their merit), that they often fail to 
anticipate the existence of anybody so perverse as to apply them 
to cases which did not occur to their authors. 

Section 9 is, of course, open to all the objections which lie 
against section 8; with some peculiar to itself, since it is more 
obviously open to abuse. The fixed time not exceeding a year, 
during which the power is to be irrevocable, is to be computed from 
the date of the instrument. It is scarcely credible that this was 
intended ; yet there seems to be no possibility that the courts will 
be able to hold that “ one year from the date ’’ means “ one year 
from the execution” ; they might just as well take it upon them to 
say, that ‘one year” means two years or six months. It follows 
that, though the period of irrevocability is limited to a year, this 
may be any year whatever. If the courts should assume jurisdic- 
tion to amend the section in the way suggested, we should esteem 
the result more unfortunate still. 

The 10th section has, since its original’ appearance in 1880, 
oe through as many and great transmutations as Sir John 

utler’s silk stockings. We cannot easily understand the frame 
of mind which could swallow section 65 of the former Act, and 


feel scruples over this harmless and even beneficial enactment, 
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It provides that an executory limitation in defeasance of a fee 
simple or term of years, upon default or failure of issue, shall 
become void as soon as any such issue shall attain twenty-one 
years. If there ever existed any method by which such a 
limitation might be barred, there exists none now; and we are 
somewhat inclined to wonder that some such measure was not 
passed shortly after the Fines and Recoveries Act. But it would 
still be quite possible, under certain circumstances very easy of 
occurrence, to effect the same, or nearly the same, object by other 
methods having indisputable validity. 

We have already made some mention in our columns of the 
amendments introduced by section 11 into section 65 of the 
former Act relating to the enlargement of long terms. Some 
perhaps may regret that Lord Cairns did not see his way to a 
total repeal of that ill-contrived and ill-conceived enactment ; or, 
at all events, that he did not take this opportunity to recast it 
entirely. Few clauses have ever been passed which allow so 
much room for improvement, or, indeed, which clamour so loudly 
for it. But these are days in which we must be thankful for 
small mercies; and the slight amendments which have been 
vouchsafed by Lord Cairns are likely to be universally approved. 

Section 12 enacts that the right to call upon a mortgagee to 
transfer, instead of re-conveying, given by section 15 of last year’s 
Act, (1) shall be exerciseable by each incumbrancer, or (2) by 
the mo r, notwithstanding any intermediate incumbrance ; 
but that their respective “requisitions” (as it calls them) shall 
rank in order of priority, the mortgagor coming last. This follows 
the principle of Teevan v. Smith (supra, p. 464), by which it was 
decided before the passing of this Act, that a puisne mortgagee, 
as a person “ deriving title under the mortgagor,” was entitled to 
exercise the specified power. 

Lastly, we observe that the “repeal clause,” section 13, intro- 
duces some new words, apparently designed to meet the criticisms 
passed upon the lan; of section 71 of last year’s Act, which 
seem, on the whole, to be sufficient for the purpose. 








THE REMUNERATION ORDER. 
IV. 


Contrnvine the subject of the remuneration for transactions in 
which the same solicitor acts for different parties, the next case 
which occurs is that where the same solicitor acts for a purchaser 
and mortgagor, and another solicitor acts for the mortgagee. In 
this case rule 6 in Schedule I. does not apply, for the conveyance 
end mortgage are not prepared by the same solicitor. And it 
would appear that the solicitor acting for purchaser and mort- 
gagor will be entitled to full commission in both capacities—that 
is to say, on a mortgage for £5,000 he will be entitled to two com- 
missions of £45 each. 

We now come to the remuneration for transfers of mortgages 
and further charges, which is governed by rule 10 in Schedule I. 
This rule provides that ‘the above scale as to mortgages is to 
apply to transfers of mortgages where the title is investigated, 
but not to transfers where the title was investigated by the same 
solicitor on the original mortgage or on any previous transfer ; and 
it is not to apply to further charges where the title has been so 
previously investigated. As tosuch transfers and further charges 
the remuneration is to be regulated according to the present 
system as altered by Schedule II. hereto. But the scale pte os 
tiating the loan shall be chargeable on such transfers and er 
charges where it is applicable.’’ As regards transfers the effect 
of the’ rule in placing transfers where the title is investi- 
gated, and has not been previously investigated by the transferee’s 
solicitor, on the same footing as mo , seems to need no ex- 
planation. But as regards further charges it is to be ob- 
served that there is only a negative provision that the 
scale is not to apply to them “where the title has 
been so previously investigated’’—that is to say, where 
it has been “investigated by the same solicitor on the original 
mortgage or on any previous transfer,” and it is provided 
that, “as to such . further charges,” the remuneration is 
to be regulated according to the present system, &c. No express 
provision is made for the case of the mortgagee changing his soli- 





ot ee ee the same soli- 
citor who investigated the title on the origi —* We 
presume that in this case the provision of last clause of rule 
2 (c) will come into operation, and the remuneration will be regu- 
lated according to the present system as altered by Schedule II. 

Part II. of Schedule I. regulates, first of all, the remunera- 
tion for completed leases and agreements for leases “other 
than a mining lease or a lease for building purposes or 
agreement for the same.” “ Building leases reserving rent” 
are dealt with, as we shall see hereafter, in another por- 
tion of Part II. It would obviously be difficult or impossible 
to frame or work a scale which would be just, as 
solicitor and client, in the case of mini reserving 
royalties; and the provision by which the remuneration of the 
solicitor in this case is left according to the present n as 
altered by Schedule II. is the only reasonable one which could 
have —— But should not some definition have been 
given of the terms “ mining lease” and “lease for building pur- 
se Does a “ mining lease ” in the Onder tndicls a getee oe 

cence for mining purposes, or a lease of a brickfield or quarries ? 
Do “building purposes” include the improving, adding to, or 
repairing of buildings ? 

The lessor’s solicitor’s commission for “ preparing, settling, and 
completing lease and counterpart” of a lease to which this scale 
applies is “ £7 10s. per cent. on the rental,” where the rent does 
not exceed £100, with a minimum of £5; and where the 
rent exceeds £100 and does not exceed £500, “ £7 10s. in 
of the first £100 of rent, and £2 10s. in respect of ples me 
quent £100 of rent”; and where the rent exceeds £500, 
“£7 10s. in respect of the first £100 of rent, £2 10s. 
in respect of each £100 of rent up to £500, and £1 
in respect of every subsequent £100.” be 
served that the words “ cent.” are omitted after 
£2 10s. prescribed for each subsequent £100, and also 
the £1 prescribed for each £100 after £500; and 
a correspondent, whose letter was printed in our last week’s i 
to inquire whether it was intended that no more than the £ 
should be given unless the rent actually reached £200; in 
words, whether remuneration was to be given in respect of 
tions of £100 beyond the first £100. Rule 6 in 
Schedule I., which provides that “fractions of £5 
** as a certainly contemplates remuneration in 
0 ctions, and although it may possibly be suggested 
has reference only to ome below elo0 a4 which case the 
provides a remuneration of “ £7 10s. per cent. on the rental”— 


[creel hes 


E 


we think that the rule is intended to have a i 
and that the words “ per cent.” have been accidentally omitted 
after the “£2 10s.” and“ £1.” This is a matter of considerable 


importance, upon which the profession ought to have 
authoritative statement of the meaning of the Order. 

The remuneration of the lessee’s solicitor for perusing 
lease and —— is to be one-half of the amount pa 
the lessor’s solicitor. 


a 


In considering the question of the suffici of this remunera- 
tion it should be remembered that, under rule 4, the remunera- 
tion is to include copying and t. The i 
be no inconsiderable item in the case of lease and counterpart. 
Moreover, as nothing is said in the Order on the subject, we pre- 
sume that the costs of all copies of or i on 
the instruments are to be included in the remuneration. We believe 
we are not far in saying that £100 be about 
the average rental of the leases which a icitor has 
prepare. How much of the £7 10s., which the lessor’s solicitor 
is to be allowed, will Le swallowed up in the we have 
mentioned, most of our readers will be able to for them- 
selves. : 

It will be observed that rule 2 (3) provides that, “in respect of 
leases and ts for leases ‘ 7" the 

business, is to 8 


8 


tion of the solicitor having the conduct of 

Schedale I is headed, “Seale, charges —B 
ule I. is h — of as to or agree- 

ments fur leases,” but it only provides for the case of “lessor’s 

solicitor for preparing, settling, and completing lease and 

part.” It is perhaps not very usual nowadays for a solicitor to 

prepare both an agreement for a lease and a subsequent lease of 
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the same property, except in building leases ; but suppose he does 
prepare an agreement for a lease and a subsequent lease at a rent 
cf £100, is he to be entitled to £7 10s. for the agreement and 
£7 10s, for the lease? It can hardly be that the single commis - 
sion of £7 10s. is to eover both the agreement and the lease, for 
by the express words of the scale the £7 10s. is to be payable 
“ for preparing, settling, and completing lease and counterpart,” 
Here again is a matter on which an authoritative statement as to 
the meaning of the Order would be very desirable. 

The latter part of the scale we are now considering has refer- 

"ence to “ charges as to conveyances in fee, or for any other free- 
hold estate reserving rent, or building leases reserving rent, or 
other long leases not at rack-rent (except mining leases), or agree- 
ments for the same respectively.” In the case of building leases, 
the ground-rent reserved is often so small that it would be absurd 
to make the remuneration of the solicitor the same as on leases 
at rack-rent, and it is provided that in the case of the above- 
mentioned conveyances and leases the remuneration of the vendor’s 
or lessor’s solicitor for preparing, settling, and completing convey- 
ance and duplicate, or lease and counterpart, where the rent does 
not exceed £5, shall be £5; where the rent exceeds £5 and does not 
exceed £50, the same payment as ona rent of £6, and also twenty 
per cent. on the excess beyond £5 ; where the rent exceeds £50, 
but does not exceed £150, the same payment as on a rent of £50 
and ten per cent. on the excess beyond £50; and where the rent 
exceeds £150, the same payment as ona rent of £150, and five 
per cent, on the excess beyond £150. And the remuneration of 
the purchaser’s or lessee’s solicitor for perusing draft and com- 
pleting is to be one-half of the amount * to the vendor’s 
or lessor’s solicitor. On a building lease, therefore, at a rent of 
£50, the lessor’s solicitor’s commission for preparing, settling, and 
completing lease and counterpart will be £14, and the lessee’s 
solicitor’s commission for perusing draft and completing will be 
£7. 

It is provided that “where a varying rent is payable, the 
amount of annual rent is to mean the largest amount of annual 
rent.” 

If a lease is granted partly in consideration of a premium and 
partly of a rent, vendor's and purchaser’s solicitor’s commission 
on such premium will have to be added to the remuneration in 

t of the reat (rule 5 in Part II. of Schedule I.). 

nder rule 2 in Part II. of Schedule I., a solicitor concerned 
for both vendor and purchaser (in conveyances at a rent), or for 
both lessor and lessee, is to charge the vendor’s or lessor’s solici- 
tor’s charges, and one-half of the purchaser’s or lessee’s solicitor’s 
charges. On a lease at a rack-rent of £100, therefore, the solici- 
tor acting for both lessor and lessee will be entitled to £9 7s. 6d. 
On a building lease, r i a rent of. £50, the solicitor 
acting for both lessor and lessee will be entitled to £17 10s, 

The additional charges which may be made are (1) vendor’s or 
lessor’s solicitor’s charges for abstract, if furnished, according to 
the present system as altered by Schedule II.; (2) £1 1s. extra 
to vendor’s or lessor’s solicitor in case a mortgagee or mortgagor 
joins in the conveyance or lease [where a party other than a 
vendor or lessor joins in a conveyance or lease, ae f is represente d 
by a separate solicitor, the charges of such separate solicitor are 
yp dealt with under the old system as altered by Schedule 
11”). 








Mr, Jostice Day bas written a letter announcing his intention to prohibit 
the reporting of private judicial proceedings heard bifore him iu chambers. 


Meserr. Jackson & Jackson, the Texas reporters, says the Albany Law 
Journal, ate now ant then wazgish. Tue, ia Durley v. State, p. 172, they 
say : “* The conviction was for sggravated sssau't upon a woman who weighed 
250 pousds, and the penalty was only twenty-five dollars—just ten per cent,” 


The snnaal report of the Commigsioners of Patents for the year 1881 has 
issued. Ic states that the number of applicetions for letters patent 
year was 5751, po bye more than for the preceding year. The 
of letters was 3,948, of which 68 lapsed in consequence 
—— neglected to file final specifications in purseance 

ing 3,880 in force. Of this latter nomber finsl specifications 
—* in respect of 8,621, complete specifications being filed in respect of 

if 


H 


ist 


$3 
3 


failed t» seal tLeir patents in 1,796 cases, opposition was 

cases, and one spplication stands over through the decease of 

t. A table is given showing that about 65 per cent. of the appli- 
prtents from 1852 to 1851 becane valid patents. 
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CORRESPONDENCE, 


THE REMUNERATION ORDER,—RULE 11 IN SCHEDULE Ff. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 


Sir,—I bave been abroad during the last few weeks, and have only 
just seen the new Remuneration Order and your criticisms upon it, 

Rule 11, that “ the seale for conducting a sale by auction shall apply 
only in cases where no commission is paid by the client to an auctioneer,” 
is, as you remark, somewhat mysterious. ere are, however, I venture 
to suggest, two constructions that may be put on it, One course would 
be to italicise the word “commission,” leaving the solicitor entitled to 


the remuneration provided by the scale where the auctioneer received a . 


fee instead of commission, and another to italicise the words “ by the 
client,” and treat the rule as intending the solicitor to pay the auctioneer 
out of his own remuneration, 

In the course of a somewhat extensive practice during the last twenty 
years, I have very seldom paid a country auctioneer a commission for 
selling. I invariably make a bargain that a fee of so many guineas shall 
be accepted for his services, and, in many cases where the auctioneer’s 
opinion as to yalue is not desired, a fee of three or five guineas is accepted 
xs sufficient payment for offering properties worth, perhaps, from £1,000 
to £5,000, 

Many country solicitors are also, in effect, land agents, not only 
managing considerable estates, but trusting to their own acqueintance 
with the value of land instead of obtaining valuations by auctioneers or 
professed land valuers. Is it the intention of the framers of the rule to 
encourage this practice ? 

I throw cut these suggestions tentatively in the hope of eliciting some 
kind of explanation of this rule. H. 

Hereford, September 20. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—The correspondent referred to in the first of your “ Current 
Topics” to-day has not given the trne explanation of Rule 11 in 
Schedule I. of the Remuneration Order. It is a pity that some 
Manchester or Liverpool solicitor has not explained what it is under- 
stood arises from the part taken by one of the Council of the Law 
Society who hails from Liverpool in settling the Order. The explanation 


is this: —In Manchester and Liverpool and in other places in the North, ° 


and perhaps eleewhere, an auctioneer is not always paid by a commission 
on the sum realized, as is the case in London. The country auctioneer is 
merely paid a fee for offeriug the property, which he seldom values and 
in most cases is not competent to value. The vendor is advised either by 
his solicitor or by a surveyor (who is not an auctioneer) as to value, or he 
fixes it for himself, and it is understood that the object of the rule is to 
enable the solicitor, in a case where no commission is paid to anyone 
else, to get one for himself for “ conducting”’ the sale. is opens up a 
subject which clients will have something to say about, and it must be 
admitted that in many respects the Remuneration Order will not be 
satisfactory to clients. A Lonpon Sottorron. 
September 16. 





[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—I believe that in the North of England a solicitor conducting a 
sale of property only employs an auctioneer for the purpose of getting 
into the box on the day of sale, for which the auctioneer usually receives 
a fee of about three guineas. 

The deposit is always paid to the vendor's solicitor, 

It surprises me that London solicitors should continue to pay enormous 
commissions to auctioneers for little or no work. 

I believe a notaire in France always does everything from beginhing to 
end without an auctioneer, 

My advice to London solicitors is to do everything—advertising, 
receiving deposit, &c.—and to pay an auctioneer a fee of three guineas tu 
get into the box when necessary, Souicirox. 

Londun, E C,, September 21, 





THE REMUNERATION ORDER AND THE LAW SOCIETY, 
(To the Editor of thé Solicitors’ Journal.) 

Sir,—The new Orders and Rules under the Solicitors’ Remuneration 
Act were published in your journal on the 19th ult, Members of the 
Law Society, like myself, have been daily expecting to receivo from that 
establishment prints of such orders and rules, which have not, however, 
arrived, On enquiry being made at the society's office, I am informed 
that the answer given was that the council did not meet until the 
29th inst., when the question whether the members should be supplied 
with copies or not would be discussed. The result of this will p y 
be that the Michaelmas Sittings will have commenced, and solicitors 
will be engrossed with other matters, before they are officially informed 
of the great changes about to be made in their professional charges. 
Comment appears to bo needless, Q, 
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NEW ORDERS, &c. 


SUPREME COURT OF JUDICATURE. 
Orpen op Oovrt. 


the 19th of September, 1882, 
Wheteas, from the present state of oY ee 
Division and the Queen’s Bench Divisi 


respectively, it is ent that of the causes commenced in 
renal ey: BS ee te being causes commenced for any of 


the busi ancery 
of the High Court of Justice 


the purposes set forth in the 3rd sub-section of the 34th section of the 
Supreme Court of Judicature Act, 1873; end thereby specially assigned 


to the said Division, should be transferred to the 


said Queen's we 


Division ; Now I, the Right Hunourable Roundell Baton Sel 

High Ohancellor.of Great Britain, with the consent of the Lord Chief 
Justice of England, as President of the last · montioned Division, do 
hereby order that the several cuuses set forth in the schedules hereto be 


transferred from the Chancery 


Division to tlie Queen's Bench Division 


of the High Court of Justice, and be marked in the cause books 
accordingly. And this order is to be drawn up by the ig org and set 
up in the several offices of the Chancery Division of the High Court of 


Justice. 
Finst Scuzpvurs. 


Causes assigned’ to the Vice-Chan- 


. . eller: Bacon. 
Powell v Powell 1881 P 8,626 


ey 3. een 1881 B 1,809 
tchi 


evElwyn 1882 R 811 
Crouch v Lumby 1881 ©. 6,280 
Fuller v Faller and Duncan 1882 

F 37 


Cripps v New 1880 0. 1,775 
Halphen v Lovell 1881 H 1,037 
Szconp Scuzpuxs. 
Causes assigned to Mr. Justice Fax, 
Ancell v. William Younger & Co 
1881 A _ 1,160 

Anglo-Universal Bank v Eaton 
1881 A 1,205 

Jones v Moreland 1881 J 906 

Bossiere v Glover 1878 B 486 

5 ¥ Merigot 1881 M 
2, 

Jones v The Oldham Corporation 
1881 J 1,981 

Holden v The Oldham Corporation 
1881 H. 4,338. 

Simmonds v Carter, Paterson & Co 
1882 8° 119 

Radcliffe v United’ Telephone Oo, 
id 1881 R 2,165 

The, British.and Irish Telephone 
and Electric Works Co, ld y 
United Telephone Oo, id 1881 

Whitby v London and South- 
Western Ry 1882 W 113 

Booth v Kelley 1881 B 3,898 

Musgrave v Stevens 18681 H 
3,666 

Hampson v Scowcroft 1881 H 
5,764 

Esling v Spurgeon 1682 E 520 

Turrp Scurpure. 

Causes assigned to Mr, Justice Kay. 

Puckle v Walls. 1881. P> 709 

Ongoe v Brunswanger 1882 © 
2 

Smith v Coben 1881 8 5,900 

Riddle and Couchman y Dilks and 
Oo 1881 R 383 

Harris v Harris’ 1682 .H 1,382 

Lambert vy Wilson 1883 L 158 

Fletcher v Henley, 1881 F > 640 


Brass v The Vestry of Paddington: 


1881 B *9 
ee ; eatherhead 1882 
Avery ¥ Newman 1082 A 401 
Chatteris v Isanceon 1682 © 180 


— Ma 
ne pr eb a> * 





Stanford. v Horsham Loeal Board 
(Chitty, #) 1881 8 3,751 
Worseldine v Thuey (VC Hall) 

1881 W 2,401 
no penal all (VO Hall) 1881 
Ormrod v Bolton Corporation (Fry, 
J) 1881 O 65389 
Hilton v Bolton Corporation (Fry, 
J) 1861- H, 6,611 
G m v Bolton Corporation 
(Fry, J Rhy Mi 132 w 
Robson y rporation . 
J) 1861 R 2,782 ie 
Vegi Bolten Corporation (Fry, 

1881 W 

Bolton 


4,985 * 
nes ¥ ‘ 
Bay 1981. H 5,612 | (Fry 
Orrell y Bolton OGorpora (Fry, 
3) i881 O 5 — 
v Tredwell ) 1881 
4,379 (Fey: 4) 

Johneon v Rivers Rivers y Jobn- 
eon (Pry, J) 188t J 1,698 
Heston 2 Tate (Jhitty, J) 1882 


Le — 


—— ¥ Surrey, Dock Oo 

Chitty, J) 1881 648 

Cooper v Prichard (Chitty, J) 
1882 © 119 

Griffen v Kay (Ohitty, J) 1881 
G 1,420 

McGill vy Guitermann .. (Obitty, J) 
1880 M 38,404 1680 M 8,527 

Smith v Cook (Chitty, J) 1882 
8 870 

as | x Midland Ry Co (Chitty, J) 
881 J 918 ’) 

Gilson v Clark (Chitty, 1882 
G 629 

Rossall vy Walshe (Chitty, J) 
1680 R 1,603 

E. Jacob & Co v Leyland (Chitty, 
9) 1881 J 1,170 
ngé ¥ Bunting (Ohitty, J) 
881. G 2,0 
ey v Towns (Ohitty, J) 1880 
Lh 1,460 ’ 


“St Barbe vy Badmonds (Onitty J) 


1881 S 4,942 
Doyle v ‘Mulkern (Chitty, J) 
po conga 3* (Ghitty, J) 
8 ’ 
—— 


London aud. St Katherine Docks 
—— (bitty, J) 1881 
i Wi A 
Wyee0 We toes. SoMa 


Scugpute. Bachan vy Turner 1882 B 1,554 
Causes to Mr, Justice | Hesford y Thompson 1882 H 
ITTY. 
: vy Low, Huckvale & Co| Beedle vy Bailey 1882 B 200 - 
1881 R 3,446 Birt v Parkiss 1881 B. 5,106 


Towne v Manning 1881 T 694) Palmer v Purkiss 1881 P. 2,618 


Finden v L. B. & 8. O. Ry Co! Wethered y Thompson 1881 W 
1880 F 1,650 712 
Taber vy Bloomer 1881 T 1,189 | Needham v Johnson 1881 N 
Addington v Addipgton 1889 A 1,417 
869 Attorney-Gen v Board of Works, 
Parket v Mulloney 1881 P 3,216 Strand District 1882 A 688 
Cadett v Ph hie Artiste, &c,| R. Bell & Cov Padbury 1881 B . 


3,852 

Allin v Chandler 1882 A 233 

Talbot v Brereton 1882 T 499 

Melander v Toye 1881 M 4,465 

Tagg vy Gikbons 1882 T 20 

Stuart v Stuart 1882 S 1,447 

Ingham + Pope 1881 § 1,535 
Se.zoans, O. ; 
Coterines, LOJ. 


Supply Assi 1882 C 353 
Burnett y Tate 1881 B 6,919 
Comite des Assureurs Maritimes & 
ors v Standard Bank of British 
South Africa, ld 1881 © 5,314 
Parker vy Firat Avenue Hotel Co 
1862 P 663 
Atturney-Gen v Mayor, 
Bristol 1881 A 2,044 
Attorney-Gen v Maubré Saccharine 
Co,ld 1882 A 4650 
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LEGAL APPOINTMENTS. 


Mr, Jon Carex Faremay, B * the firm of Crick & Freeman), of 
Maldon, has been elected Town Clerk of that borough, in succession to Mr. 
Asthur Evans, deceased. Mr, Freeman was admitted a solicitor in 1866, He 
is in partnership with his uncle, Mr. William Orick, coroner and clerk of the 

for the borough of Maldon, and with his brother, Mr. Alfred Crick 
oom who is clerk to the Maldon Board of Guardians. 

Mr, Witutam Lixon, solicitor, of D.ddington and Bloxham, has been 
appointed a Perpetual Commissioner for Oxfordshire fur taking the Acknow- 
——— of Deeds by Marrisd Women. 

Mr. Dayiet Caannzs Enwarpss, solicitor (of the firm of Kees, Edwardes, & 
Wood), of the 


1 Is, has-beea ted Town Clerk, Clerk of the Peace, and 
Cletk to ihe Magistrates for the agh of Kideelly. 

Mr. Wut1am James Sutru, barrister, who bes been a Pauisne 

Judge forthe Island of Cyprus, was called to the bar at Li ‘inn in 


1875, and is a member of the Midland Circair, 


Mr, Freoenice Joun BarcHaM, solicitor, of Driffi-ld, bas been sey 
Clerk to the Great Driffield School Board. Mr, Brigham was ad a 
solicitor in 1877. 

Mr. Wiiuram Roret, of the Irish bar, bas been appointed a Sab-Commis- 
sioner under the irish Act. 

Mr. ALFRED TowNsuenpD Cosnonp, solicitor, of Ipswich, has brea elected 
Clerk to the Samford Board of Guardians, Assessment Commit! * 
Sanitary Authority, Mr. Cobbold is the son of Mr. Arthar Casbah, itor. 
He was admitted in 1876, 








SOCIETIES. 
INSTITUT DE DROIT INTERNATIONAL. 

On Wednesday morniog the debate oa E eee 
countries was resumed aod concladed. The ts giving rive to most dis- 
cus-ion were the right of a consular court to exact secerity for costs from a 
plaintiff, the contents of the notice of appeal, and the nature of the ultimate 
coart of appeal. Toe draft regulations, as amended, were referred back to the 
committee, of which M, Martens is chairman. 

On Wednesday afternoon M. Bulmering, the chairman of the oa 
Prize Law, read bis report, and the discussion was commenced of his proposed 

of 131 articles. The English representatives Messrs. 

Hall and Holland propenad Sieh Mata: penanh. ste Onn relate to the 

ture and to the constitution of courts, upon which there was go 

bie difference of opinion, oneal be. disneaed from, aed 

— ad poly nag invol changes in the substaative law of prize, 
w a to i 

This motion having bum they handed in a long series of ameod- 
ments to the objectionable articles, earlier of the proposed code, 
abolishing, iner alia, the right of a beads peeperty at sea, were, 
however, adopted without any of the desired by the English members, 

On Thareda —— — with the code law. The 

the mem te in 

pene ti ee and blockade, as were 

iday morning's sitting was devoted to the farther consideration of the wew 
soheme of maritine eo much of which as w, as 
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The adverse opinion of the minority, consis‘ing of the English members 
present, supported in writing by two of their absent colleagues, together with 
the absence of many of the American members, must largely detract from the 
value of what has been done. M. Rolia-Jacquemyns, Minister of the Interior 
for Belgium, then read a touching address upon the character of his colleague 
in the foundation of the Institut, M. Bluntechli. On the invitation of 
Professor Marquardsen, of Erlanger, it was agreed to meet next year at 
Manich. 

On Thursday afternoon the committee on jarisdiction in Oriental countries 
presented a revised set of draft regulations, which, after further discussion, 
were adopted, and ordered to be communicated to Governments, for remark and 
amendment. Reports were then read upon the recent literatare of inter- 
national law, and the legislative and other national Acts bearing upon the sub- 
ject. This was done by MM. Pierantoni, Norsa, and Brusa for Italy, M. 
Kemarowski for Russia, and M. Bulmering for Germany. M. Moynier 
announced the adhesion of the United States of America to the Convention of 
Geneva. M. Pierantoni mentioned that the Italian Government had resumed 
its negotiations with a view to the assimilation of the law of different countries 
as to the conflict of laws. 

On Friday the committee on the conflict of penal Jaws made a provisional 
report, the full consideration of which was adjourned till the next session. 
The subjects for consideration in the meantime were settled and assigned to 
committees, 








LAW STUDENTS’ JOURNAL. 


COUNCIL OF LEGAL EDUCATION. 
MicuaEtmas Course or Lectures, 1882. 


Prospectus of the Lectures of the Professors.—The Professor of Jarispradence 
will deliver, during the ensuing educational term, a course of eight lectures on 
the rules of private international law on domicil, succession to moveables, 
a — foreign judgments and proceedings, to be foliowed by a 
course of lectures on the common ground and points of contact between 
public international law and private international law. There will be twelve 
lectures during the term. The first lecture of this course will be delivered 
on Friday, November 3, at 3 p.m., and the subsequent lectures at the same 
hour on Tuesdays and Fridays. E 

Equity.—The Professor of Equity will deliver, during the ensuing educa- 
tional term, twelve lectures upon the leading principlee of trusts. The first 
lecture will be delivered on Friday, November 3, at 4.15 p.m., and the subse- 
quent lectures at the same hour on Wednerdays and Fridays during the term. 

Law of Real and Personal Property.—The Professor of the Law of Real and 
Personal Property will deliver, during the ensuing educational term, twelve 
lectures on the law of easements and title by prescription. The first lecture 
on this subject will be delivered on Tuesday, November 7, at 4.15 p.m. The 
subsequent lectures will be delivered on Thursdays at 3.5 p.m., on Tues- 
days at 4.15 

Common ten hi Professor of Common Law will deliver, during the 
ensuing educstional term, twelve lectares on criminal law, with ial refer- 
ence to cflences against property. The first lecture on this sutject will be 
delivered on Mondsy, November 6, at 4.15 p.m. The subsequent lectures will 
be delivered on Thursdays and Mondays at the same hoor. 


Sota ak en eno b —3 
t , open (subject as alter men’ 

to all students who have during the year 1882 attended the lectures of any of the 
professors, but no student will be admitted to the examination in the subjects of 
the lectures of any professor unless he shall have attended at least two-thirds of 
the lectures given during the year by such professor. No student will be ad- 
mitted to more then two examinations ; and no student who shall have obtained a 
stodentsbip will te admitted to any such examination. 

After the examinations the following prizes will, on the recommendation of the 
committce, be given (that is to say) to the students who shal] bave passed the 
best examination ia t i i 
£50; second prize, 


but a etadent will receive 


highest value to which he shall to be entitled. 
Dot be obliged to renmomend any of the above po flor 
not 
, 


their opin 


Asy farther wired by students be obtained on spplica- 
ticn to the Clerk of the Counell, Lincoln's ina Hall.” * 








COMPANIES. 


WINDING-UP NOTICES. 


Own Avon Bote — oma Day, J., bas fixed Sept 

‘Wa AVOE ‘TE ABD WORKS ANY, ITED ,— ee 

at the chambers of an official liquidator — * 

Or winting » presented Bept ly 
cout Hall, V.C., on Bept 


Cosasent Comrazr, Sivan Ath 2, has Lh 4 
A an cfietal 
Up, presented Beyr 19, wo be 










Renal batons Se Yassin Dalen oe Sat 27. Torr and Co, Bedford row, agents 
tam Leap Murua — — J. has 


Soven DExnasar Movunratx 
27, at his chambers, for the appointment of an official 
Unirep PanxexD axp New Fancy Co IBS, 











Fincoln’s inn fields, Maule, Newnham, 
[@asette, Sept. 19.) 
County Panatins or LANcAstTER, 

Liurrep in CHanozry. 


Fyipz Agratsp Warse Comraxy, Liutrsp.—Petition for 


winding u ted Sept 
12, directed to be heard before the Vice-Chancellor, at The Cliffe, —B 
28. Needham and Co, Manchester, 


, agents for Fletcher, Blackburn, solicitor for 


petitioner 
Msnrszy W' Wi Comp. Luarzp,—Petition winding presented — 
directed to be —— bahore the —— —— Oourta. 


Sept 14, , at the 


Manchester, on Tuesday, Oct 2%. Haigh and Oo, Liverpool, solicitors for the 


petitio: 
[ Gazette, Sept. 19. 

—* * FRIENDLY —2 Dissouvxp. 

Bucxpsy CABLE Socrety, Buckden, ow Sept 14 

Impartiat Burm. Socrsty or Hew Maszsty’s Roxat Doox Yarp, Lecture Hall, High 


st, Deptford. July 19 
(Gazette, Sept. 19. J 








CREDITORS’ CLAIMS, 


CREDITORS UNDER ESTATES IN CHANCERY. 
LAST DAY OF PROOF. 


Corrs, Joun, Little Bardfield Hall, Essex, Gent. Oct 24. Warren v Cutts, Kay, J. 

8 —— pe, Sheffield, Grocer Sept 30. Wragg v Small, Kay, J. 
MAL BERT, * v é 
Elliott, jun, Ha <r met = 


A Jou, Elstree, Herts, Pianoforte Manufact: Oct 3 Fonette, Ane. 2) 

LLISON, JOHN, an urer, Vv 

G —* Rate = t, Nottingham, Y Sept 30. Cooke T 
LEW, eoman. le Vv 
caster, ound, Registrar, Nottingham. Martin, Nottingham 

Mazrvest, Cuaguzs, North Thoresby, Lincoln, Gent. Oct 2. Taplin v Flint, Chitty, J, 


Gray, 
[ Gazette, Aug. 29.] 
CREDITORS UNDER 22 & 23 VICT. CAP, 35. 
LAST DAY OF CLAIM. 


Axsiss, James, Gracechurch st, Esq. Oct 19. Woo! Old Broad st 
Austex, Frances Patmez, Teignmouth, Devon. Oct 5. and Martin, Reading 
— Rev Joux, West Leake Rectory, Nottingham, Clerk. Oct 17, Bateman, 


Bree, Jon Brett, Codicote, Hertford, Gent. Oct 17, Heathfield and Son, Lincoln’s 
Inn 


Buss, Epwarp, North ter, Camberwell, Gent. Oct 4. Kerly, Great Winchester st 
Cos, Jouy, Swansea, Retired Shipwright. Novi. Jellicoe, Swansea 
Cc x, Ca borne rd, Upper Westbourne park. Sept 22, 


ter, Portland p 
Furrr, W: James, oon, Abbot 2332 88 —— Och 2 
irr, WILLIAM Ja’ sen, 8 . a 
Sedgwick and Turner, High st, Wettord ‘ 4 
Fountain, Ricuarp Fouxs, Trafalgar rd, Greenwich, Oil and Colourman, Nov 30. 
in me Jobn st, Adel; euia 
ILLETT, THomas, Chorley, Lancaster, Gent. . Morris, 
GowtaD, Groxex, Downs rd, Clapton, Coal Owner. Oot 20. Hits and Crossfield, 
Hears, Jouwx Joszrx, Handsworth, Stafford, Engraver. Oct 17. Edwards, Birming- 


Hors, Gzores Joun, Strand. Oct 19. Smallman, Queen st, Cheapside 

Kzoveu, HENRrErta, rd, Bermondsey. Oct 5. owed Bermondsey st, South- 

Loscomsps, Exizs, Victoria Dock Canning Town, Licensed Victualler. Nov 2. 
Buchanan and Rogers, He es 

— Roxzgrt Haiwzs, rd, Greenwich, Glass Merchant. Nov 30. Bristow, 


Moszzy, orem Mazuysz, Brighton. Sept 20. Milne and Co, Harcourt bldgs, 





Epmuan, Lovisa Marta 


Temple 
Moszvzy, Rev Txomas, Brighton. Sept 20. Milne and Co, Harcourt bldgs, Tem 
Reasow, Wit11aM, Brig Agent. Nov 15. Stevens and Son, vd 
— —— Boarding-house Keeper. Dec 1. Noon and ke, 


Samuzs, Epwazp, Ongar, Essex. Oct 23. Ongar 
— Warvsiny Wooton Basset Wits, Loses ot Purnpiks Tol Oct 12. Kinneir 
Suazr, Dantes Taomas, Cheltenham, Sept 22. Indermaur and Clark, Devonshire 


ter, place 
= — Gateshead, Durham, Marine Engineer. Oct 17. Chartres and Co, 


Ww. J Tey, armer. . Marshall, Colchester 

Wanesa, tons, Wattord, 3 ee bes Chae oe ke letras ent 
Andover, Southampton, Gent. Nov 1, Smith and Son, Andover 

Waicur, —— td, Battersea, Licensed Victualler, Oct 1. ——— 

[ Gazette, Sopt.b.] 

Brexs, Jous, , Publican, Dec 25. Alderson and Co 

Buen, Maruvas, Huntley sy Toten court Sept 30, Fox and Page, at, 

—— ——— Len ae Sept 30. Fox and Page, Serle st, Lin- 
4 ; 


Busvoxp, Witttam, Southport, Lancaster, Gent. Nov 30. Lawton, Manchester 
Burrs, Sauzs, Wimbledon park, Surrey. Oct 21, Milier, Savile row, St Jamon’, 


Crvupoinotomw, Many Pusey, liverpool. Oct 1. Liverpool 
brane, Tuouss ; Westinoreland, Bobbin Marhfacturor, Oct 28, ‘Thomson 


— Hintar, Withington, Lancashire, Willow Merchant. Sept 90. Farrar and 
—s— oe Colony of Victoria, Gent, Nov 1, aurr 
Honson, J . Novi. Darbishire and Tatham, Manchester 

Kisx, frag ro Vanshalt — kaeen lane, Lambeth, Sept 80, Fox and 


Berle st, Lincoln's inn 
Laws, Gornpent Unvenvitse, Prudhoe, Northumberland, Gent, Oct 2. Laws and Co, 





Misemauw, — Coweniey, Salop, Solicitor, Nov 1, Minshalls and Parry-Jonos, 










Sept 18, directed to be heard Day, on Sept 27 "Wild and On, 
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Grocer. Oct 3 at 11.30 at Mitre Cathedral 
Morey, Evwix Jouw, Nice, France, Esq. Oct 20. Shepheard and Sons, Finsbury bay Manchester, Gresko and San at Hotel, 
Ramp, Taouss, Leck, Blacksmith. Sept 12. William Eli Doxey ta ‘Shaphent’s Bush, out of busines. Sept 37 at 13 
—— Ae Parnaen, Lamcester, Grocer. Gept Sb eb ot Trevelyan 
Ory ee, Linstin’y tae ? > Hote, Dalit st, Barrow in Furness. Taylor, Barrow in Furness 


Woop, Cesauorrs, Teignmouth House, Finchley. Oct 17. Paterson and Co, Bouverie 
a5, [Gasette, Sept. 8.] 








BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 


BIRTHS. 
Baavow—Jaly 36, 28, at Tokio, Japan, the wife of Robert Beadon, barrister-at-law, 
f a daug 

Bapronn.—Sept 11, at Horsham, the wife of Thomas Bedford, solicitor, of 


pore — 2 at owe Bruton, Somerset, the wife of William 
ry it 

Fraser.—Sept. 5, at 26, — Esplanade, Guernsey, tho wife of H. L. Frazer, 

barrister-at-law, of a da 

GraMMER.—Sept, 14, at Walterton-road, W., the wife of G. T. Grammer, 
solicitor, of a son, 

INGPEN. —BSept. 10, at 95, Chancery-lane, the wife of Arthur Robert Ingpen, 

ster-at-law, of @ son. 


Loox YER.— 12, at —— Vills, eet 8.E., the wife of George 
yer, Kent, solicitor, of a 
SyKzs.— at Huddersteld, the the’ wife of John G. W. Sykes, barristor-at- 
law, of a ———— 
— —— .7, at Stoke-Damarel, Richard Wallis Cory, barrister-at- 
law, to daughter of G. H.E. Randle, of Argaum Villa, Stoke, 


Devonport. 
— Edward John 
“lyon, B.A ey sonata, at eee need Leicestershire, “ped 
ron, Q 


— —— — . 12, at St. Barnabas’, —— James 
Lake, solicitor, to Juliet Alice, —— of the late Edwin Polking- 


horne, formerly of Cliff House, Penz 
R — GURNEY. 7, at 8 — a babe, roy 8 of Brae, 
EADER — —* 


George 
solicitor, to Alethea Maria, * the late W. Garney, of Ay 


EATHS, 
a .—Sept. 1, at Newport, Salop, Thomas Bernard Baddeley, solicitor, 
age 








PowgL1.— Sept. > James Po Pockl » Solicitor, l. 
Wanton Sep a ake James McDowell Wie | barrister-at-law, 
LONDON GAZETTES. 
Bankrupts. 
Farpar, Sept, 15, 1882. 
Creditors —*5 —— the Registrar, 
m 
Hopkinson, Wiliam, Packham 7 Agent for Se Machines. Pet 13. 
—— t 27 at 12.30 _— a wring ~~ 
— rompton rd, Dealer in Old Silver. Pet Sept 12. Brougham. Sept 
zo Geveates the Country. 
Griffith, Jena, Thornton Heath, Estate Agent, Pet Aug 29, Rowland. Croydon, 


Se 
stator, Aru — Webster, Leeds, Woollen Merchant, Pet Sept 13. Marshall, Leeds, 


Tanser, “William — Sutton Cheny, Leicester, Publican. Pet Sept 12. Ingram. 
Leicester, 


Tien ae 8 David be Dowlais, Glamorgan, Grocer. Pet Sept 13. Lewis. Merthyr Tydfil, 

Tuxspay, 
Cee on 1869. 

Creditors must —— their — —* ie the Registrar, 


To Surrender in 
jam, J can, Archibald, Bi —— Baker, a. Fo Sop F Canterbury, Oct 6 at 2 


Price, Pet 
eet i — Pet Sepe 1s. “Cooke. 
otts, Farmer. Pet Sept 13. X otungham, 


Samuel, Chester, Provision Dealer, Pet Sept 16, Williamson. Chester, 
sie 


tanley, Thomas, Wigan, Brass Founder. Pet Sept7, Hope, Wigan, Sept 28 at 11 


BANKRUPTCIES ANNULLED, 
aimee, Sept. 15, 188%, 
Wood, John William, and David Ta Tanners, Sept 6, 
Tounspay, re 
Wells, Dudley, Bosmere, Upper Tulse hill, pt 13 


rat mere —34 —— 


Anderson, Oharteg, and John —— , Kent, Blacksmiths. Sept 
ston, Jobo Hollow Beg may Be Acworihand We of Bryce and Co, Guildhall 
ce 
7. Dunn, Gulianeh cubes Lat . 
, James Win Landport, Baker, Sept 23 at 3 at office of Casey, St George's 
r 
5355* Edward Dunning, Pelton rd, Rast Greenwich, Engineer, Oct 2 at 3 at 1, 


mbard ow at 
bedtordy Will Gra Kent, Olub House PS) at Ni 
— vesond, — igen . Bept avd ow 


out of business, Sopt 28 at 3.at Mitre Hotel, Cathe 
—— 


Under the 


avec, Olds 
— ola, Sept 28 at 3.30 at Mitre Hotel, 


Shee, ent se Berry, 


Brown, William, Margate, Kent, Fly Proprietor. — ants peach ors: 


row, 


"Drapers. Oct 4 ab tat ofon of a Tndinny ent On, Okecpeiie’ Bole 2: 


— Hardy, Now Bemoten, Tent, Sxautelen, Oct 2 at 3 at King’s Head 
—2— Bienen Rotherham, York, Schoolmaster. Sept 2% at3 at 


*Gneen's Hots 


Rotherham 
Caney, George Preach, Baste, Butcher Oct 2 at 11 at office of Fryer, Gandy st, 


xeter 
Catt, Albert, Ore, Sussex, Builder, Sept 26 at 12 at offices of Savery, Trinity street, 


Arthur, Longdon Hall, near Rage , Stafford,Gentleman, Sept 26 at 2.30 
at Swan teens bane Morgan, Stemea 
Da James, Glamorgan, Draper. Sept 26 at 12 at Queen’s Hotel, Car- 
diff. Rosser, Pont 








Davies, Leonard Laurence Poutney lane, Merchant. Oct 3 at 3 at offices of 
Hota end Ei Martin’s lane 
Charles , Gloucester, Plumber, Sept 23 at 11 at offices of York, Berkeley 


— — enna Sept 28 at 2at offices of Dear, 


Dixon, Frances 
of Green, Li 

Drinkwater, cease ial Oct 6 at 3 nt offices of Quilliam and 
Carruthers, Elliott st, Liverpool 

Ebb Renee, Vesedon, Sone, Sept 27 at 3 at the offices of 


Bawards, John, Whitford, Flint, Flint, Grocer. gg) A, eRe 
Everett, George Samuel, Norwich, Grocer, Sept 20 at 12 at offices of Stanley, Bank 
ia ee ee 
John st, Lichfield 

— nas, Atlantic n Coldharbour lane, Baker. Sept 25 at3.at Corn Exchange 
Gardner, ham, Baker. Sept 25 at 11 at offices of Walter, New st, Bir- 
cor fe, Tego, Doron, Coal Marchant, Oot $a Ralway Hot Tege 
Gordon, John, Brighton, Manufacturing Jeweller. Oct 2 at $.at the offices of 
Gravell, Mt chen, Oniawell && Finabury, Leather Factor. Oct 2 at 2.at offices of Carter 
Harding, West Chiltington, Sussex, Builder. Sept 29 at 3 at Swan Hotel, Pul- 


borough. Lamb and Evett, 
a Quesa’e Head ania, Neweaa otenuht unos Tous.” tantner oul Oa Wameae 
Holines, Jobo, Carnforth, Lancaster, Builder. Sept 27 at 11 at office of Johnson and 
—— Bristol, Oarpenter, Sept 29 at 12 at office of Collins, Broad st, Bristol, 
Joy, —— —— Kent, Licensed Victualler. Sept 28 st 3 st Bull Hotel, 
, Grocer. Sept 27 at 3 at office of Palmer, St Sepulchre gate, 
Kani hots, Gomera — Sept 29 at 11 at office of Mason, 
— Longton, Stafford, Basket Dealer. Sept 33 at $ at office of Welch, 
, Charles, Calverley, York, Tailor. Sept 25 at 11 at Commercial Inn, Tyrrel st, Brad- 
Robert, Bitton, Gloucester, Baker. Sept 27 at 12 at office of Young and White, 
league eS ee ee ae Sept 30 at 3 at office of 
Luke, Tango, Devonport, Boot Maker. Sept 29 at 11 at office of Graves, St Aubyn st, 
— James, Birmingham, Travelling Draper. Sept 28 at S$ at Grand Hotel, Col- 
———— ——— Sept 27 at 11 at office of Gray, Bast- 
Mer, John Samuel, and Thomas James Wild, Denton, Hat Manufacturer. Sept 29t 
— 3 at Il at office of 
‘Angel st, Worcester 


H 

Miller, illiam Hunter, Westminster Bridge 72, Lambeth, Printer, Oct at 2.30 at offic 
of King William st. Hollams and — 

— —— Dealer in Crown Plate, at 3 at office of Bell, Figtre 


Ogle, Melbourne, York, Farmer, Sept 29 at 10.90 at office of Robson, Market 


Ogi, Thomas Rast wood, Melbourne, York, Parmer. Sept 8 at 11.30 at Office of Robson, 
* Edward Roches, Berks, Watchmaker. Sept 25 at 1 at Wheatsheaf 
Read: Belcher, Newbary 

or Liverpool, Builder, Sopt 23 at 3 at 14, Cook at, Liver. 


. Sept 26 at 3 at offices of Simpaon and Hockin, 
, Redwald rd, Lower Clapton, Contractor, Oct U at 3 at offices of Law. 
Old Jewry chmbrs 
ward, Brighton, Draper, Sept 23 at 3at 145, Cheapside, Goodman, 
Laois, me ay os Sept 29 at 3 at Salisbury Motel, 
Soya, Fuud, Gnscmaieen —— an San oftices of Royle, Newgate 
— Fred, Wonton st Bermondsey, Licensed Victualler, Oct Gat 3 at Wine Trade 
—— —— —— ——— —E 


Clement Cottrell, , Stafford, Grover, 28 at 11 at office of Stokes 
wend pepen, Felony oh ~ 


— 





ew, * York, Grocer. Sept 29 at 1 at offices of Phillipa, 
Shaw, * Stafford, Licensed Victualler, Sept 23 at 12 at office of Welsh, 
gy 5 Bisnchan, Sept 28 at U at offices of Addieshaw and Wan 
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em, William, Howden, York, Plumber. Oct 3 at 11.30 at offices of “Geoen, | 


— James, Chippenham mews, Tarpaulin Manufacturer. Sept 26 at 12 at office 
of Sampson, Marylebone rd 
— — Longton, Stafford, Fishmonger. Sept 23 at 10 at office of Welch, 


Caro! 
Taylor, on Nob le t, Belt Manufacturer. Oct 3 at 2 at Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ 
avente, Basinghall Ashley and Co, Frederick's Bi Old Jewry 

Turner, Alfred, Leicester, — Auctioneer. Oct 2 at 3. at office of Hincks, 


Bowling Green st, 
Ward, cai. Buekin a "Palace rd, Dealer in China, Sept 20 at 12 at offices of 
olborn 


romp 





4 Birmingham, Grocer. Sept 29 at 3 at offices of Jaques, Temple * 
a} out of business, Sept 30 at 3.90 at office of Bird, Mid hi 
—— , Huser, Bootmaker. Oct 2 at 9 at oflces of Prior, Head @ 
Myers, J Grocer. Oct3at 2at6, Arth 


Market Har 
at Bast, , Adelaide bo, Rasa pt rokdon eg 
—— at 3.80 at office of Bird, 


Newton, 
— iia Gee ee — * Sept 27 at 3 at office of B 


Coleman st. Lomax, 
Netbeans” Dewiel mast, Feeuman Machinist, Oct 3 at 3 at office of § 
lie, Barah Clemens 
Ollis, eae nee yee Rie penty ger Oct 13 at 11 at office of B 
— Rotherhithe, Surrey, Oilman. Sept 29 at3 at. office of Co 
Lincoln’s-inn. 


We Licensed Victualler. Sept 29 at 3.30 at office of 
hurch st, Kidderminster 
Frystone, 


York, Brewer. Oct 3 at 3 at office of Foster and B 
es Wrexham, 5*8 Sept 23 at office of Bott, ¢ 
et Weishaee Wrosheny flan of ie plne oigoaly named — 

— —2 Pig jarmecn. Sept at office 
pan William, Exeter, Baker. Oot 6 at 2 at office of Reed, High st, Rxeter. Bricks 
Richards, John, Bristol, Newsagent, Oct 2 at 12 at ofices of Mosely, Shannon ct, Com, 





ae Sy Amal, Nowpor Isle of Wight. Oct 2 at 2atIuns of Conrt Hotel, 
Selmes, , St Sussex, Fl ietor. Oct 3 at $ at the offices of | 
Neve, London rd, St Leonard’ cord —E 
Lancaster, 7 
Suh, By, ingnt Birmingham, Carver. -Oct 2 at $ at offices of Buller and Oo, 
Brom, Geom ney of Denapiet's 's Sundries. Oct 3 at 12 at Guilds” 
tavern, Gresham st. —— St Paul’s Churchyard 
blidgs, "Millstone lane, i 
taniforth, Samnel Henry, , Devon, Accountant. Oct 4 at 12 at offices o 
—— Bl, : 
Stanton, 8 Builder. Sept 28 at 11 at offices of Marlow and Co, ” 
st, B 
— le, Dorset, Carpenter. Oct 2 at 12.30at Greyhound Hotel, Brid- 
— tule, Arnold, ———— Innkeeper. Oct 4 at 11 at King’s Head Hotel, Ipswich tty, 
Thornley J * Hi Warrington, Lancaster, Provision Dealer’s Manager. Oct 
1, South John st, Liverpool ‘ 
Tildesley, David, Irongate Wharf, Pad 
t 4 
Turner, — Gill, Fewston, York, Ger Gent. Oct2 at 3 at office of Harrison, Kast 
wiliamson, — lord, Sewing Maghine Factor. Oct 3 at 4 at office of Cor · 
rr, ’ 
Guildhall tavern, Gresham st. Hug’ j 
Wilkinson, James, Cheetham out of employment. Oct 4at3 at office 
of Farrar and ‘Ball, Fountain st, r a 
—— George, Dewsbury, Grocer. Sept 30 at 11 at office of Stapleton, 


— Gernfort , Coal Merchant, Oct 2 at 2 at offices of John 
Leicester | Mepe bo a6 14 at floss Gf Harvey, deihome | 
sinkee, Wihiam, Br Bristol, out of businesé, Sept 27 at 12 at offices of Andrews, Nicholas 
4 at 2 at office of 6 
din, , I Oct 2 at 2 at nildhall , 
Tavern, Gresham st Yeo and V — tanahine poate 
High T: 
Willcocks, Frank William, Kingsland rd;-Wine and Spirit Merchant. Oct4at2 at 
Wittich, Adolph C Caledonian rd, Baker. office of Marchant. 
c ; ; 27 at 8 at office o ‘ 
and Go, Gedegs $4, Lombard ot ri, * 
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Estimates and 


* Northampton. Vright, Leicester 
Tvespay, Sept. 19, 1882, 
Allen, William, ene? Hereford, Coach Painter. Oct 9 at 12 at office of Piper, 
Forbury, Reeding 
-Hull, Merchant. Sept 29 at 3 at office of Salmon, 
Bell, Joseph, Stockton on ‘Tees, Durham, Cabinet Maker. 
Benjamin, Ezekiel Albert, Sydenham, Kent, nd occupation. Oct 6 at3 at office of 
st, Bristol. Essery, Bristol 
Sept 27 at 3 at office of Watts, Albion pl, Sou 
Sept 26 at 10 at office of 
poo! 
Chetwynd, Arthur, Longdon Hall, Rugeley, Stafford, Gentleman. Sept 26 at 2.30 at 
st, Manches 
— William Henry, a Forest East, Cordial Manufacturer. Oct 4 at3 at 
mall, Albion st, Hanley 
Oct 2 at 12 at office of Bavin and Daynes, 
ge st 
Faton, Francis Thomas, Bollington, Macclesfield, Chest Grose Oct 4 at 3 at 
er, r. 
Macclesfield 
m and Co, Birmingham 
Derngate, 
Gough, Frank Robinson, and Ernest Willis Bickle, Birmiagham, Auctioneers. Oct 2 at 
hall Tavern, st. Piesse, Old Jewry chmbrs 
gate, 
Greenwood, James, Maker, Grocer. Oct 5 at 3 at White Bull Hotel, Church at, 
i Sevagate Whart, Paddington, Ironmon Oct 2 at 3 at Guildhall 
Len ag —— = 
Lge gp Bootmaker. Oct 4 at 12 at office of Haynes, Grecian 
Holloway, wey, B 
Southwell 
Horn, James Wi Hutton, Essex, as Clerk. Sept 25 at4 at White Hart 
Buchanan Rasinghal 
— — Manufacturer. Oct 2 at 3 at Midland Hotel, Man- 
Johnson, Sidney, Lordship ter, Dulwich, Beer Retailer, Sept 30 at 11 at offices of 
Smith, Leadenhall st 
late maemo Sheffield, Architect. Oct 2 at 3 at office of Tasker and Shuttle- 
orth, Wharncliffe 
st, Wholesale 8: 
Office of Boulton, King William st. Hollams and Co, Mircing lane 
Arti-Dyspeptic Cocoa or Chocolate Powder. 
The Pacul per- 
‘or Breakf: Luncheon, or 
nishing Residences, 
‘oe he strength et with 
poo THICKENED yet WEAKENED 
such Mixtures. 
less than a hal 
may be when 
richer 


Martelli, Staple inn, 
Frniterer. Sept 25 at 3 at office of Palmer and Co, New- 
ngham, Jet Merchant. ons S ue 8 a6 cage of Bunkle 
ond ‘d Clalee, Newhall —— inghem 
Alexander, Benjamin ——— Well st, Hackney, General Dealer. Sept 29 at 14 at 
Court-house, Ledbu: 
Atkinson, Edward, gs neg 
Beckett, William, —— — — Draper. Oct 3 at 2at office of Johnson and Tilly, 
Best, High st, Stockton on Tees 
Goldberg and Langdon, West st, Soma’ Fe 
ept 7 at 11 at office of Andrews, Nicholas 
Cartwright, Thomas Henry, Burslem, Stafford, v Hatdrebeer. 
cy, 
Chambers, William Johu, an@ William Thompson, Kirkdale, — Dealers. Oct 3 
Swan Hotel, Stafford. Morgan, ‘Stafford 
Oct 2 at 3 at office of Heath, Swan 
office of Freer and Co, New st, Le 
Davy, Alfred, ys Catton, Norfolk, Builder. 
Duff, Samnel, ‘and Samuel Hugh Duff, Dudley, Worcester, Earthenware Merchants. 
office of Barclay and Henstock, Exchange chbrs, M: 
Gordon, James, Duston, Northampton, Bootmaker. Oct 3 it 3.30 at office of Beoke; 
at office of Pointon, "Temple row West, Birmingham 
Oct 4 at 11 at Guild- 
Blackburn. 
Yeo and Warner, Fins! pavement 
bridge, 
Bai 
Butcher. Sept 28 at 3 at King’s Head Hotel, Horsham. 
Lamb @: tg 
Hotel, Brentwood. 
Oct 12 at 2 at offices of 
and 
Howerd, Samuel 
chester st, Laton. 
Hothwaite, Charles, Nottingham. Surgeon. Oct 2 at 11 at Masonic Hall, Goldsmith st, 
Kempo, Yilion, anf Rivest Kenge, Lasts, Makers. Oct 2 at 3 at offices of 
‘chmbrs, Sheffield 
Martin, " Henry Stationer. Oct 2 at 3.30 at 
Guaranteed Pure Soluble Cocoa of the Finest Quality, 
fectly 
by apt ae Medical —* 
pong &c., apd 1% REALITY CHEAPER 
& teaspoonful 
chocolate is 
a &, C., ke., by Chemists 


Wright, John, Northam 
irmingham. Owen, Birm 
office of "Anning, Cheapside 
Apeey, a James, Reading, Berks, Baker. Sept 29 at 11 at office of Creed, the 
Seal lane, Kingston u 
Sun st, Lan 
Sept 26 at 11 at office of 
Bullock, Joseph Augustus, Bristol, Clerk 
Campbell, James Rogers, and William Telford —S— Southampton, Vly Proprietor. 
Ashmall, Albion st, Han 
at 3 at office of Pemberton and Co, Harrington st, Live 
Cockshoot, William, Manchester, Leather Dresser. 
om Charles, “Woodford, Essex, Builder. Oct 2 at 12 at offices of Martin, Fenchurch 
icester 
Danziger, Jacob, Hanley, Stafford, Travelling Jeweller. Sept 28 at 11 at office of Ash- 
Exchan, 
Oct 2 at 11 at Swan Hotel, Dudley. Gould and Elcock, Sto 
— William, Birmingham, Metal Roller. Oct 365 5 hotbed st, Birmingham. 
Northam 
— Walter, Victoria Oil Mills, West Drayton, Seed Crusher, 
Greenslade, le, Philip Elmore, Stoke Canon, Devon, Butcher. Sept 28 at 3 at office of Burch, 
Palace Exeter 
Hailey, Alfred, 
Henry, Sloane st, Knights! . Sept 28 at 12 at office of 
chbrs, —— 
Holmes, James, om Notts. Farmer. Oct 6 at 3 at office of Kirkland, 
Brown, Basinghall st 
Horrell, William, Hazelville rd, eae tise, Grocer. 
Nottingham. Parsons and Co, Nottin 
Machine 
Pickard, Albion st, Leeds. Bowling, Leeds 
Alfred, Berwick st, Oxford 
SCHWEITZER’ 8 COCOATINA, 
with the excess of fat 5 
* “the most nutritious, 
Supper, and invaluable i Invalids and 
Bein, hout admixtare, it suite 
g wit — 6 
— climates, and is four times 
ly with boiling water 
to s Breakfast costing 
Cocostina 4 La Vas1118 is the most delicate, 
Manilla and 
on Terms ty the Bole 
B, —— 





ESTABLISHED 1825. 


HEWETSON, THEXTON, & PEART, 


MANUFACTURERS AND HOUSE FURNISHERS, 
200, 206, and 204, TOTTENHAM COURT ROAD, W. ; 
submitted free for entirely Fur- , 

Offices, &c. 
—PAINTING, DECORATING, | & HOUSE REPAIRS.— 


EDE AND 80N, , 
ROBE - RBS MAKERS» 
BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


To Her Majesty, the Lord Chancellor, the Whole of tind 
Judicial Bench, Corporation of London, &e. : 


SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ GOWNS. ; 

BARRISTERS’ AND QUEEN'S COUNSBL'C DITTO, d 

CORPORATION ROBES, UNIVERSITY & CLERGY GOMNG:, ‘ 
BSTABLIBHED 10689. 


94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON, 

















